Goals fall into two broad types -approach and avoidance. Research on infants' early goal understanding has focused only on approach goals, usually assuming that infants will encode an ambiguous display where an actor picks one object over another as the actor wanting to approach the former rather than avoid the latter. We investigated infants' understanding of approach and avoidance separately by presenting 7-month-olds with a hand either consistently approaching, or consistently avoiding, an object. Infants dishabituated to a disruption of the consistent approach pattern, but not of the consistent avoidance pattern. In the second experiment, we show that 14-month-olds, who have a richer understanding of goals, still do not dishabituate when a hand first reaches to and picks up an object it has consistently avoided before. A third experiment found that 7-montholds successfully dishabituated to the first motion of a previously stationary object when all the objects moved on their own with no hand present, ruling out several low-level interpretations of infants' failure to dishabituate to the violations of the avoidance pattern in Experiments 1 and 2. We conclude that infants do not represent avoidance from the same type of evidence they can use to represent approach.
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Introduction
Convergent research indicates that young infants, even neonates, create representations of agents and attribute intentions to their actions (e. Consider a paradigm introduced by Woodward (1998) to investigate infants' representations of goals. In this paradigm infants are habituated to an experimenter repeatedly reaching for and touching one of two objects (e.g. a ball over a bear). On the critical test trials that follow, the two objects switch locations and the experimenter reaches again, either for the same target (the ball contacted during habituation, which is now in a new location) or for the same location (the bear that the experimenter had never before touched, now sitting in the location where the experimenter had formerly reached). Infants dishabituate to a reach to the new object in the old location, but not to a reach for the old object in a new location. This paradigm has been extended to displays where the agent picks up the object (Phillips, Wellman, & Spelke, 2002; Sodian & Thoermer, 2004) , and ones where the entire agent approaches the object rather than reaching for it (Hernik & Southgate, 2012; Lakusta, Wagner, O'Hearn, & Landau, http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2014.10.007 0010-0277/Ó 2014 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
